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Meeting of OSI Advicory Croup on UFO 

January' 14 thru 17, 1953 Dee!»$sified by ^^Z'3 7-S -' 

data — p p APR to/ / 



At 0945 oa Jamnry 14, 1953, an ad l;oc panel of scientific coasul tents . 

was conveued. to review tbs "Urddontified Flying Objects'' probles. A detailed 
stater^nt of the proble.^i presented to the group by CM is attached as Appendix, 
A, The panel consisted of the following: 

Dr. fbbertsoa, .CIT 

•Dr. Iaiio-Al\^re3 . . ‘ • 

Dr, S, Goudssit , Brooldiaven ‘ , . • ' , 

Dr, Thornton Pago, OID Johns HopKhs ^ ’ 

Dr. J.A, ih/nekj consultant to ATI C. 

The follov/ing mabsrs of theTstaff ^f OSI vers present for various part s 
of the discussions^ 



Dr. H.M, Chadwoll 

. fi,L, Clark e 

P.G. St rong ; 

— T rre; Durant - 

It. Col. Oder— (P4^E>7=-=r j ! 

D.B, Steveason^(V.'eapons) 1 » -■ - - 



To assist tko "scientific panel in its review and analysis of . 
Ce.pt, E. .T, .%ppelt of ATICT^Lt. Neashan end Mr, H, Woo of the i’avy photo . 
Interprstation lab atMnacostisji and 14 ajor Foumet and Capt, .Saith of /dr — ^ 
Force Dlre^itorate of Int^Ilge ric a Jws rsz^ pres 2 nt 

A f^l reporbion the results ^of 3b® Its stin being prspared for the 

ad/si hy^.C. DoranCjbut It is believed^hat the following is a fair statenent 
of the conclusions reached;^ ^ ^ . . 



1 , No evUence is available to indicate axy physical threat to the 
security of the CniledTStates, 



2 . Ho evidence is available to indicate the existence or use of any 
es yet xaiknown (to us) fundamental scientific principles. 



3. The subject "UFO" is not of direct intelligence interest. It is of 
Ijxdlrect intelligence interest only insofar as any knowledge about the 
Inumerabl e unsolved laysterles of the universe are of intelligence interest. 



4, The subject "UFO" is of operational interest for three reasons: 

(a) Interference with air defense by Intentional ene^r,' jailing or 
hj lack of ability on the part of ©pemting personnel to dia- 
crlnim^e bsb/eea radar anorniies and acimal aircorne veapens r 

(b) dtelated to (a), interference with air defense by overloading . 
corananlcatlo-'i lines froa the air defease observation stations. ■ 

(c) Possibility of a psychological offensive by the eneoy timed . 
with respect to an actual- nttacc could conceivably seriously 



At 0'945 on Janimry 14> 1953, an ov.’ Jioc panel of scientific cccsultants 
vas conveued. to reviev/ the ’’Unidentified rlying Objects" problea, A detailed 
sLate»?^nt of the problem prosentod to the group by CIA is attached as Appendix. 
A, The panel consisted of the following: ^ 

Dr. Jbbertson, .CIT 

•Dr. L\ii3^Al\3re3 . . ■ . . , ■ 

Dr. S. Gondssit , Broolcharon * . 

Dr, Thornton Page, OID Johns Hopkins 

Dr, J.A, K’.'nek, consol tant to ATIC. . 

The following Eembers of the staff of OSI were present for various parts 
of the disoussloQs. : _ i . 



Dr. H.M, ChaiwcH 
fi,L. Clark ™ 
•* P.G. Strong^ 



t.ul IXiranVIlt ■ 

Lt. Col. Oder . (P&E) 

D.B, Stevenson (Weapons) 




To assist the scientific panel in its/reviewiand amlysio of evideace# . 
Ca.pt, E. .T, .^appelt of ATIC^tt.^Neash^ and It, H, VJoo of .the Kavy ph ot o . 
Interprstetion lab at ABaebstis^ and 14ajor Fournet and Capt. Snath of Air 
Force Directorate of IntelllgeRc a we rs^ pre sent, . . • ' ' ■ . 

A f^l report on the-resu-lts of the neeting is being prepared for the • 
ad/si by^C. Dara n^ut it is bellevedlthdtlthe foil o wing isa fair statecent 
of the conclusions reached ; ~ ~ ^ ^ - - - - - - .. . 



1. Ko evllence .is .available to Indicate any physical tbwat to the ' 
security of the United States, ^ ^ T • . " . ' 



2, Ho evidence Is availeble_to_indi^te_the existence or use of any 

as yet unkr,own (to us) fundamental scient^ic principles, ^ . 

3. The subjeot^TJTO" is not of direct intelligence interest. It is of 
ijidirect intelligencerlnterest bnl^ihsofer as any knowledge about the 
ihivnerablc unsolved itysteries of theluniverse are of Intelligence interest. 



4» The subject **0F0'^ is of c perationalTinterest f or three reasons: ' - 

(a) Interference with air defense by7 intentional enea;/ J aaai ng or 

by lack of abilit^bnlthe part of .operating personnel to dia- . , 
crininnoe between^?adar- anorai-i8c=and- acsual airborne weapcasiz:^:;, 

(b) Related to (a), Interference with air defense by overloading \ 
conaunlcation lines froa the air dofense observation stations, . ■ 

(c) Possibility! of a psyehblc>J; ic^ ^offensive by the eneny tijced 
with respect to an actualTattao ?. could cbhcsivatly seriously 





j reduce ■tho defense effort of the general^ public. 

; It is noted tliat these general conclusions as sl-atei here do not opsci- 

fic-aliy answer the needs presented in Appendix Ai Kovrever, it Is anti^pvated 
that coransnt on these points will be presented in a written stateaent fres 
■ ■ the scientifio panel to AD/sir 



^BS:g^ (t^sB 12 February 1953) 

■:vfcV ; ■ 







